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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the Invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brandt (US 5,572,751) in view of Pollard (US 5,263,210). Brandt discloses a system for 
implementing a modular structure having two or more cot places (see figure 1) 
comprising a first plurality of posts (44, 40, 22, 26, 56), a second plurality of crosspieces 
(58), and a plurality of head members (36). Brandt does not disclose wherein said 
modular structure is implemented by mutual interconnection of single units comprising a 
pair of posts and at least one cross piece assembled in a sandwich arrangement 
blocked in position by fastening means. Pollard discloses a modular bed structure 
wherein a crosspiece (70) is sandwiched between two posts (38) to provide structural 
rigidity (see figures 1 and 3). Brandt and Pollard are analogous because they are from 
the same field of endeavor, i.e. modular support structures. It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
system of Brandt (i.e. posts, crosspieces) to be assembled as shown by Pollard. The 
motivation would have been to provide an alternative mechanical expedient to increase 
structural rigidity. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the system of Brandt 
as specified in claim 1 . 
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Regarding claim 2, it would have been obvious tp provide each post with a 
plurality of blocking regions (Pollard: 42) apt to cooperate with said fastening means for 
the mutual interconnection of said single units 

In regards to claim 3, it would have been obvious to provide each crosspiece with 
a plurality of blocking regions apt to cooperate with said fastening means for the mutual 
interconnection of said single units. 

Regarding claims 4 and 5, each post and crosspiece is substantially rectangular- 
section beam shaped (see figures 1, 2, and 5 of Brandt). 

In regards to claim 6, each post and crosspiece is substantially made of a boxed 
rectangular-section beam (see figures 1 , 2, and 5 of Brandt). 

With regards to claim 7, each head member (Brandt: 36) is a substantially 
rectangular-shaped plane member apt to be blocked between two single units by a 
second blocking means (see figure 1 of Brandt; because the head members are 
interconnected to the posts, there is effectively a second blocking means). 
3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Brandt 
(US 5,572,751) in view of Pollard (US 5,263,210) as applied to claim 1 , in further view of 
Caya (US 5,1 1 1 ,540). Brandt as modified, discloses the invention of claim 1 . However, 
Brandt does not disclose wherein the system comprises supporting means of a 
respective cot seat and removably assembled on said single unit. Caya discloses a 
supporting means for a cot seat (40) capable of being assembled on a single unit. 
Brandt and Caya are analogous because they are from the same field of endeavor, i.e. 
bunk beds/cots. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
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time the invention was made to alter the system of Brandt with the supporting means of 
Caya. The motivation would have been to provide an alternative mechanical expedient 
for supporting a cot seat. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the system 
structure of Brandt as specified in claim 9. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
4. Claim 8 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. There is no motivation to provide an anchoring 
member apt to be assembled between two posts as part of the second blocking means. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jonathan J. Liu whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8227. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, 8 am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Suzanne Banret can be reached on (571) 272-7053. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomnation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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